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Loe en 77 


Admiral Stansfield Turner, Director 
Central Intelligence Agency 
Washington, D.C. 20505 


Dear Admiral Turner: 


I am enclosing an article from the London Daily Telegraph of March 27, 
1978, authored by the highly respected British specialist on foreign 
affairs, Robert Moss. Mr. Moss's piece makes two salient points: (a) that 
the Soviet Union is constructing - or has constructed - a new submarine 
base in Cuba; (b) that there is “strong suspicion" that the Soviets have 
"smuggled" strategic offensive weapons back into Cuba. 


° 


I consider this an extremely urgent matter, and I ask your help and 
the help of your office in resolving it. Admiral Turner, does your 
Agency have knowledge of the construction of a new Soviet submarine base 
in Cuba? Does your Agency have knowled§e“of any attempt by the Soviet 
Union to install intermediate or long-range offensive weapons in Cuba? 

I would like to hear from you on this matter as soon as possible. 


Yours sincerely, 


Robert K. K/btdtten 


Member of Congress 
RKD/rd . 
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“ings to-. senior ‘Western, . 
military observers, is the 
evidence ~" of -- recent 
‘American aerial surveil--- 
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~ Abst ada ett OaerPan . 
“bere is a strong suspicion that 


Soviet‘strategic missiles have. - 


already been smuggled back 
to Cuba, ° parse 
"he Russians’ tried“ to build a 
submarine pen in Cienfuegos 
orice” before, in 1971. But 
they.jwere not allowed ‘to get 
away with it. sRiw lire s 
Vhen:.the construction work 
was celected, President Nixon 


responded promptly. and 
cecisively. He-sent ao un- 
equivocal message, .> trans- 


mitted.to Castro via Anatoly 
Dobdrynin. the Soviet Ambas- 
sador -(then ‘and now) in 
Washington. The burden of 
the message--was simple: 
“Take that base-out or else 
we take.you ou’ alo vey. 
his time round, things are 
rather' different. According to 
reliable sources In Washing- 
ton, the Carter administration 
has so. far made no attempt 
to warn of the Russians. . 


or has it done anything. about 
alerting the American public 
to what could easily develop 
into ‘the Cuban missile crisis 
of. 1978... PP PEGG OF oe 
yap Soviet bluff. *: . 
| or er id ’ oe . we 
ne ‘Historic “missile rists ‘of 
1962,; which brouzgkt Russia 
acd America shuddering to 
the break of war, was 
essentially a test of nerves. 
hrischey, who bad. bot been 
overly . impressed’: by the 
young Jobn F. Kennedy, wags 
initially convinced that the 
Americans would rot call the 
Soviet dDluff. ae ; 
milarly. the current: Soviet 
leadership miczht bave drawn 
the conclusion, after » 15 
months of ccorfusion or in 
action in American: foreiga 
policy, duting which the Rus- 
sians have been- allowed to 
make notable stratezic ad. 
vances in Africa, that Amer- 
ica’s leader Jacks the will to 
respond, © F bate 
heyjare also well aware that 
they-are jn a much. stronzer 
strategic posinon~ Than -in 
1962, and that Mr Carter 
would need even ‘stronger 
nerves then Presifent Ken- 
nedy to call their Diubflorci oe. 
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~ Mr Carter by his words, but <= 


cbyshis. actions: Sou seth? 
Ta. the , chancellories. of. the . 


“world” (and ~not “least! in > 
Peking): assessments of what 


the. “Carter. administration 
really means-will not be based 
-, OM an occasional speech that 
“aay: . well | 


_ directed at- a--section - of 


. domestic opinion ‘but on how * 


-Mr Carter and his - advisers 

J Cope, sor: fail- to cope," with 

the realities of power, 
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“Cautious leaders: 543 . |. 


The most brilliant strategist that | 


I know, a man .who has 
exercised a - dominant:. in- 


fluence over successive Senera: _ 


tions. at the Pentagon since 
1945, remarked to me recently. 
that “ithe West: should: give 
thanks every-day for the fact 
that the Soviet Union is led 
by’ a cautious  gerontocracy, 
and: ‘not -by*-a ° 55-year-old" 
Marshal of the Red Army.- 
The Russians have, indeed, been 
cautious in testing the waters 
that have been Jeft vacant by 


America’s strategic retreat in. - 


the wake of Viemam, 4 ui ‘ 
The best example is the fact 


Ty 


that the Russians have nat — 


committed their own combat 


“troops -to-firnt in any: of the ©” 


major. conflicts . since. 1945. 
This: excludes Soviet pilots 


and military advisers.:fe- ica.” 


But senior Nato officials ‘are 
alarmed :- that*-- Soviet -"cén- 


fidence has vastly increased. ~ 


since’ Mr Carter took.office 
cand also that Chinese*cone 
fidence ‘in the United States 
has correspondingly diminish- 
- eben, oad 
They “quote: the brital ? dipo 
matic pressure that was 
“applied 
year, and led the Nomegians 


_to~ cancel military sman- 
ocuwes M eet 
There‘is’ a fear, too, that Mr 


Carter's tough | attdck 01 
“Nata and -the "defence of 
Euroce has merely /served to 
divert atention from the-unis 
Jateral.s -concessjons-4 tbat 


in Scandinavia ‘last -"- 
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: that on October 3, 1962, the ’ progressive”  mové- 
; United States 1 i Congress “& ments throughout the Third 
2. passed a remarkable resdlu- + World—jocluding the Patri 
_tioa on Cuba. Itjstill’ stands “Lotic Front in Rhodesia aod: 
aan in the American” statute ~SWAPO in South West- 
one books as Public Law 87-733. . *Africa—and: justifies giving 
The law states,;-‘inter alia, them external support, in- 
7 that “the United States , is cluding the supply of proxy * 
Lo. determined: — fy oy Jo, . troops like the Cubans, as 
-  ™ F (a)to prevent by. whatever ~ “fraternal Socialist aid.” 
means may ,be necessary, At about the same Hime as Mr 
. including the’ yse of..arms, Carter’s North Carolina 
the Macxist-Leninist regime - speech, Fidel Castro made an 
in Cuba from.extending, by. “important Statemeot - on 
force or the threat of force,+ ‘ Cuba's involvement in Ethio- 
its avgressive or subversive 4. pia and its future intentions 
activities to any part of this ‘3 io that part of the world. 
___ hemisphere; “77 i - Castro boasted of how his caun- - 
(b)to prevent jn Cuba the “y.try'’s |“ internationalist, “figh- 
creation or use of an extern- *“ters™ thad shown that they 
ally supporting military "~were able to “ march to e-far- 
capability endangering the .”* off place and fight there as if 
* securily of the United States. <ahey had been fightog jin 
vod The role of the Cubans as 2° their own -country. ee 
. ‘ Moscow's foreign - legion in. Where will the cause of “ prole 
Africa and the Middle East— arian internationalism” take 
Where some 40,000 Cuban the Cubans next? Rhodesia? 
{ military personnel are now Zatndia? Zaire? The Middle 
stationed—is something of — East? 
which the authors of the 1962 The‘ greatest blunder of the 
Jesislation could hardly have, «Carter administration in its 
‘ dreamed in their darkest -/conduct-of American foreiga 
. nighlmares., Uat tetye yh ate policy could prove.to be ig its - 
. Yet this clearly presents a’ ~ andling - of- the men in 
4 threat of the kind described __ Pe ng. | , oh A 
. in clause (b) which, accord- e American withdrawals from * 
Fog “Ing to a law that has never "South Korea, raised Chinese 
" -beeo repealed, the United “fears that Mr Carter: was 
if States is committed to resist, © Shedding America's traditiona} 
£ -The stationing of Soviet .- defence responsibilities. Sub- _ 
a ‘nuclear submarines in Cuba | Stquent debates in Africa 
he? would= pose + a~-still-- more 7 beightened the fear that the 
OG immediate threat'to America’s ~ Americans will not stand up - 
a “security. *'% aeaee Tg to the Russians woe 
ral ba rN Tut The.-bond between ‘China and 
s§Cold war’ speech. f rTasthe West {s not ons of tra- 
- - eae ee ae oe 2 ditional friendship :or jdea 
Tt is ia this context that. Presi- £ logicat compatability or even 
dent Carter's. “cold war 3 shared economic interests. It 
: speech in North Carclina on + is_a cord of utility. i 
~ , : s oy <4 : “t 
. March yf must be_considered. {Cut the: cord—in‘ other’ words, 
ilte Mr Carter’s pledge ‘that . the ¢> show the: ‘Chigese that the 
a United States will match °° Test can’ no Jonger be 
£ Soviet - military. capabilities # ‘counted on to contain Soviet 


. America has made in’ the . 


SALT, talks apd America's 
> non-ressonse te crises out: 
side the Nato grea itself: ne, 
There is talk nipw of a " g)-hal 
. Brezhnev. céctrine.”. The 
‘original .Bref{inev doctrines, 
of course, yas pivtuced ta 
\ justify Sav f actions Phe tha 
invasion of €rtcnoelavakia ip 
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and will mobilise the forces 
to “counter xny threats to 
our allies and vital interests” 
Teatsured many of “Aincrica’s 
friends who had been purzied 
and isneartened by its 
failure to respond to Soviet 
aggression in Africa, yu 7 
The tart commeatartes from the 
Moscow Press on Mr Carter's. 
supposed “distortion?”’. of, 
Soviet inteatfons were also a 
Significant Lrihute, although it 
must he burne In mind that 
tr 
Gh 
“ing darders 


' 
tclarn 
S.orn 


speak 


} RDP a tuodbsaRtio2b00100061:2" * 


* military. ‘designs — and you 
may set ‘In motion a process 
that could lead to the most 
terrifying conceivable develop. 

-.ment fon- the international 

scene, ‘short ofa warld ware 

~ A mon-aggression pact between 

sToscow and Peking. . 
The Chinese will be watching 
~ the development of the Cuban 
“moissile crisis of 1976 as keenly 

Fens anyone {n the West. As the 

Russians test 3s 
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